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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . This action is responsive to communications: Application filed September 23, 
2003 with acknowledged foreign priority date December 6, 2002; Preliminary 
Amendment filed September 23, 2003; Information Disclosure Statement filed 
September 23, 2003. 

This action is made Non-Final. 

2. Claims 1-15, 18-26 are pending in the case. Claims 16 and 17 were cancelled in 
the preliminary amendment. Claims 1,10, 18 and 20 are independent claims. 

Priority 

3. Acknowledgment is made of applicant's claim for foreign priority under 35 
U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d). The certified copy has been filed in parent Application No. 
10668399, filed on September 23, 2003. 

Information Disclosure Statement 



4. The information disclosure statement (IDS) was submitted on September 23, 
2003. The submission is in compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1.97. 
Accordingly, the information disclosure statement is being considered by the examiner. 
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Drawings 

5. The drawings filed on September 23, 2003 are accepted. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

7. Claim 15 recites the limitation "the returned script" in lines 3-4. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
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granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

8. Claims 1, 2, 6-8, 10, 11, 18 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Ries et al. (U.S. Pub. No. 20040217985; publication date November 4, 
2004; filed July 1 , 2002; provisional application filed June 29, 2001 ). 

Regarding independent claim 1, Ries discloses a method for creating a web page 
adapted to automatically reload selected frames of the web page in response to a 
trigger event, the method comprising: % 

• defining a target frame for the web page to serve as a work area (p.4, para. 56; 
p.6, para. 70 - as demonstrated in the cited text, a target frame is defined as a 
work area since Ries teaches a content frame for presenting web pages for 
interacting, browsing, viewing and editing); 

• associating an action with the trigger event, the action having the target frame as 
a target (Fig. 6; p.4, para. 56; p.5, para. 58; p.7, para. 79; p.8, para. 80, 83 - as 
demonstrated in the figure and cited text, actions are associated with triggers 
since Ries teaches editing and saving web pages in the content frame and 
actions occurring as a result of the edit and save triggers); and 

• associating programmed logic with the action, the programmed logic being 
adapted to reload only the selected frames, regardless of a membership of the 
selected frames in framesets used to create the web page (Fig. 6; p.5, para. 57- 
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59; p.8, para. 80, 83 - as demonstrated in the figure and cited text, logic is 
associated with the actions that reloads the selected frames since Ries teaches 
reloading the content frame when the edit and save triggers occur). 

Regarding dependent claim 2, Ries discloses a method as claimed in claim 1 wherein: 

• defining the target frame comprises defining a named frame with a static source 
in a frameset of the web page (p.4, para. 49, 55, 56 - as demonstrated in the 
cited text, the target frame comprises a named frame with a static source since 
Ries teaches a content frame as the target and static sources for the files and 
web pages). 

Regarding dependent claim 6, Ries discloses a method as claimed in claim 1 further 
comprising: 

• associating the action with programmed logic for reloading only the selected 
frames of the web page in dependence on a predefined set of conditions (Fig. 6; 
p.5, para. 57-59; p.8, para. 80, 83 - as demonstrated in the figure and cited text, 
logic is associated with the actions that reloads the selected frames in 
dependence of other conditions since Ries teaches reloading the content frame 
when the edit and save triggers occur). 

Regarding dependent claim 7, Ries discloses a method as claimed in claim 1 further 
comprising: 
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• accessing server-side functions in dependence on a predefined set of conditions 
(p.4, para. 50; p.5, para. 59 - as demonstrated in the cited text, server side 
functions are accessed in dependence of other conditions since Ries teaches 
backend logic residing on a server). 

Regarding dependent claim 8, Ries discloses a method as claimed in claim 7 further 
comprising: 

• providing a link to a dynamic uniform resource locator (p.8, para. 82; p.9, para. 
88 - as demonstrated in the cited text, a link to a URL is provided). 

Regarding claims 10 and 11, the claims reflect the web page for performing the 
operations of claims 1 and 2 respectively and are rejected along the same rationale. 

Regarding independent claim 18, Ries discloses an article comprising: 

• a computer readable modulated carrier signal (p.4, para. 50, 53 - as 
demonstrated in the cited text, Ries teaches a computer and a network for 
requesting and receiving web pages and performing the operations of the 
invention so a signal would be present in the article); and 

• means embedded in the signal for communicating to a client computer, a 
message containing: 

o rendering information in response to a request for a server-side 

processing (p.4, para. 50, 56; p.5, para. 59 - as demonstrated in the cited 
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text, rendering and server side processing occur since Ries teaches 
rendering web pages and backend logic residing on a server); and 
o client side code for reloading only selected frames of a web page, 
regardless of a frameset which the respective frames are members (Fig. 
6; p. 5, para. 57-59; p.8, para. 80, 83 - as demonstrated in the figure and 
cited text, the selected frames are reloaded at the client since Ries 
teaches reloading the content frame at the client's computer when the edit 
and save triggers occur). 

Regarding independent claim 20, the claim reflects the computer readable medium 
for performing the operations of claim 1 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 3-5, 12-15, 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ries in view of Westerman (U.S. Patent 6683986; date of patent January 27, 2004; 
filed October 28, 1999). 
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Regarding dependent claim 3, Ries does not disclose defining the named frame 
comprises defining the target frame as a frame having a null dimension. Westerman 
teaches a null frame (col. 8, lines 22-24). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art, having the teachings of Ries and Westerman before him at the time the 
invention was made, to modify the frame taught by Ries to include a frame with a null 
dimension as taught by Westerman, because including a frame with a null dimension, 
as taught by Westerman (col. 8, lines 22-24), would distinguish the target frame from 
other frames. 

Regarding dependent claim 4, Ries does not disclose defining the named frame 
comprises defining a frame of 0 rows and 0 columns at an edge of the web page. 
Westerman teaches frames with rows and columns (col. 5, lines 8-11) so it would have 
been obvious that the frame could contain zero rows and zero columns. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Ries and 
Westerman before him at the time the invention was made, to modify the frame taught 
by Ries to include a frame 0 rows and 0 columns as taught by Westerman, because 
including a frame with 0 rows and columns, as taught by Westerman (col. 5, lines 8-11), 
would distinguish the target frame from other frames. 

Regarding dependent claim 5, Ries does not disclose defining the frame further 
comprises using a first frameset tag in the web page to partition the web page into a 
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main frameset comprising a plurality of frames, and the target frame having the null 
dimension. Westerman teaches partitioning a frame into a plurality of frames and a 
frame with a null dimension (col. 5, lines 8-11; col. 8, lines 22-24). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Ries and Westerman 
before him at the time the invention was made, to modify the frame taught by Ries to 
include partitioning frames and a frame with a null dimension as taught by Westerman, 
because partitioning frames and a frame with a null dimension, as taught by Westerman 
(col. 5, lines 8-1 1 ; col. 8, lines 22-24), would distinguish the target frame from other 
frames and would allow users to divide frames for various purposes. 

Regarding dependent claims 12 and 13, the claims reflect the web page for 
performing the operations of claims 3 and 4 respectively and are rejected along the 
same rationale. 

Regarding dependent claim 14, Ries discloses the trigger comprises one of a link and 
a form that has the script as an action attribute and the target frame as a target attribute 
(p.4, para. 56; p.5, para. 57, 58; p.6, para. 69, 70; p.7, para. 79). 

Regarding dependent claim 15, Ries discloses the action attribute comprises a 
uniform resource locator (url) of a dynamic web page that includes the script and effects 
the downloading of the dynamic web page to the target frame, and the returned script 
with rendering information provides a set of instructions that include instructions for 
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reloading only the respective selected frames, regardless of respective membership of 
the selected frames in framesets of the web page (Fig. 6; p.4, para. 56; p.5, para. 57, 
58, 59; p.6, para. 70; p.8, para. 80, 83). 

Regarding dependent claim 19, the claim reflects the article for performing the 
operations of claim 3 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

10. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ries in 
view of Woodard et al. (U.S. Pub. No. 20020104080; publication date August 1, 2002; 
filed May 10, 2001; provisional application filed March 29, 2000). 

Regarding dependent claim 9, Ries does not disclose providing the link comprises 
providing a dynamic server page link. Woodard teaches linking to a dynamic server 
page (p.4, para. 55). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, 
having the teachings of Ries and Woodard before him at the time the invention was 
made, to modify the link taught by Ries to include a dynamic server page as taught by 
Woodard, because linking to a dynamic server page, as taught by Woodard (p.4, para. 
55), would allow easy access to the dynamic server page. 

1 1 . Claims 21-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ries in view of Barrick et al. (U.S. Patent 6625647; date of patent September 23, 2003; 
filed October 19, 1999; continuation of application filed June 3, 1997). 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/668,399 Page 1 1 

Art Unit: 2178 



Regarding dependent claim 21, Ries does not disclose the instructions for 
instantiating comprise a file written in HTML that comprises a plurality of frameset 
definitions, including a definition of the target frame. Barrick teaches an HTML file 
comprising frame definitions (col. 7, lines 44-50). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Ries and Barrick before him at the time 
the invention was made, to modify the instructions taught by Ries to include an HTML 
file with frame definitions as taught by Barrick, because including an HTML file with 
frame definitions, as taught by Barrick (col. 7, lines 44-50), would allow easy access to 
the definitions through browsers or other applications. 

Regarding dependent claims 22 and 25, the claims reflect the computer readable 
medium for performing the operations of claims 1 and 2 respectively and are rejected 
along the same rationale. 

Regarding dependent claim 23, Ries discloses the action is an attribute of one of the 
link and a form, and the event is a corresponding one of a selection of the link, and a 
submission of the form (p.7, para. 78). 

Regarding dependent claim 24, Ries discloses the one of the link and the form has a 
target attribute set to the target frame (p.7, para. 78, 79; p.8, para. 79). 
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12. Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ries in 
view of Barrick in further view of Westerman. 

Regarding dependent claim 26, the claim reflects the computer readable medium for 
performing the operations of claim 3 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

Conclusion 

1 3. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

• Method and system for automatic invocation of secure sockets layer encryption 
on a parallel array of web servers (U.S. Pub. No. 20020188862), 

• System and method for generating video frames and correcting motion (U.S. 
Pub. No. 20040208246). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kristina B. Honeycutt whose telephone number is 571- 
272-4123. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 am - 5:00 pm Monday- 
Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on 571-272-4124. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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